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A Diſcourſe of God's Wi 45 F: Diſying of 
Kingdoms. 


EXT to the Treachery of Men, 
who have not had ery jealouſic Vi. Pref: pn 
- — es which the Ri i themſelves, for fear 
vejend bod nd” Learned Author Jaws 'worldy Conſe 
of the late Courſe makes a Vertue in 
His -Brethrex , 'who have renownced the Benefit of that 
Prote&tion - which this Government has 'extended to- 
wards them ; nothing has more promoted the Intereſt of 
him, who, as fome Great. Men inſiquate, ftill remains our 
hrful 7 Fl than an obſtinate, Fuftihcation. of all the 


Follies arid &s of- _-_ Clergy-men, at a time, 
when in _ _ pecd to Preferments, they not 
only tra = Perſecuted Diffenters; but 
Upon t ra ages rf forbad their ma Riots of 
Religious Meetings, and Statutes of Royal ts, or Pro- 
-6lamations. 

| Rather thati it fhviitd be. though that thay, whocall 
themſelves the Church of Exg/ezd were to blame'in theſe 


—_ , and held Erroneous Opinions of Civil Power ; 

this Government, which us a pres rexchh runes 

ſhallbe maltained $0 b a9 Uſurpazion, mg ws ; 
EO 


"James, orupon the 


E of — 4a - Ri uee rae aelin Fi Jan thar 
Deliverey 


(4) 
Deliverer, and made the moſt ſuitable Acknowledgment 
of ſuch a Deliverance,  _ | = 

It is a Melancholly Conſideration to think, how many 
are impoſed upon, by Dottrines made for no Lay-end 
whatever; and, which willlerve no Goyernment, but 
what \is.-againſt on, above Law : if there come in ſuch 
id Foote (Enkent of Mong as the. Learned and Judicious 
Ec! Þ./Y Mr. Hooker thought abſolutely neceſſary for the 

making of Laws ;this.conſent either mult loſe the 
nature/of conſeat,or want Authority : for fear ſome Clergy- 
»7en {hould be condemn'd tor-having aſcribed to Princes 
thoſe Powers which were never given'or allowed by the 
conſent of the Nation : and if one who exerciſed: ſuch an 
Illegal Power, be DiÞoſſeſſed againſt his will ; Allegiance 
mult be transferred-to another, {till without Humane Con- 
ſent; for otherwiſe Paſſive Obedience to no Law, could 
not revive again, and be tranſplanted,  _ 

Nor could thoſe Divines, whoſe, Doftrines encouraged 
the late King to attempt what, pecalionss: bes Abilication, 
have expeed to makeAtonement by the Dithculties which 
they and their Partizans might bring upon the Succeſſor; 
—_ yet hope. to impoſe upon him, as if they were the 
only Loyal Men. F | 't MLAGBITS © '/ offi: 

If they were a5 Paſive.themelyes,, when their Loyalty 
comes to be tried, as they would, bave others tbe, it were 
ſomething ; but they who take to, themſelyes all the Pri 
vikedges belonging to Gods Lot , or Peculiar Inheritance, 
Vid Cond, Brit. Ye, the i pr age ? be Ct op- 

eres level T 11147 1. ater the.rezt 01 The Nation 
Brie Diels ->—b $6 ion to him, would _ | Its: that 
oued an oſs C1! 21 but. themfelves were: a conquered People. 
mitatu de jure debet de ejuſmodi gravamine efſe liber, quia dicit qued Comitatus 


# 


alle, ut refiduum Adrglie, nunquam fuit Conqueſtuz. 
No reſpe&t to-aty Man's Perſon or Charadter, qught 
6, come in Competition with the Duty which we owe 
od oh \ - "IEPIL a - wi hd ASS 1 nts wh , our 
8 } ' : f 


(5s) 
our Country : on the contrary, while the Errors of Men, 
Great for Name, of Learning, or Pomp' of Office, derive 
Authority frem their Perſons ; thoſe Errors or- Artifices, 
which tend to the Prejudice of the moſt valuable Intereſt 
of Men, as united 1n Societies ; ought to be treated with 
the greater Freedom, and with that Contempt or Laugh- 
ter, which is due-to the Folly, or the Diſguiſe. 

That the World'\may judge of the' Merits of thoſe Noti- 
ons, which are vented: under the Venerable Authority of 
the L-— 4 and, as it ſhould be thought, with ſuch 
a charitable Deſign, as becomes that Office. I ſhall, 

'1. As faras they are conſiſtent, and hang | together, 

ive a true Repreſentation of them, with their plain and 

Ciredt Conſequences. 

2. Shall ſhew their Inconſiſtencies. 

3. Their Doubtfulneſs and Ambiguity ; as if intended 
to ſerve either Prince or. People, and to impoſe upon 
both, : 

i 4, The Weakneſs of the Reaſoning, want of Author:- 

ty, and groſs Miſtakes, in relation to thoſe Rights of 

rinces, which he would infer from Paſſages, or Omiſſions, 

Sacred or other Writings. 

That the ſhew of Reading, and the Poſitions are 
wholly beſide the Cuſhion ; not applicable to the Conſti- 
tution'of this Government, nor to the preſent Debate. 

1. The manifeſt Scope of the Book, is. to | 
prove, or rather to maintain, by the Au- 7 Xpreſemiarr 
thority of-the Perſon, without Proof, that @#rine. 
all Kingdoms are diſpoſed by Gods immedi- 
ate-Act, without the allowable Interpoſition 
of any, but Soveraign Painces, and that P- 3% 
the Acts of all others have an original Nullity, 

Upon which I may make this general RefleCtion, to 
juſtifte my Anti-Title. ' If As proceeding” from i the 
Free Wills of Soveraign Princes, are no Objections againſt 
| Gods, 


JO. 


dy 


(6s) 
Gods Diſpoſal 'of Kingdoms ſo far by his immediate AQ, 
as that himſelf confers the Power by his ſole Authority ; 
neither, would what proceeds, warrantably,from the Free 
Will of the People, be leſs Gods AQt or have his Authori- 
ty leſs immediately from his Gift. But how much ſoever 
God Almighty inducnce Mankind in-the Choile of their 
AQtions, we muſt; ſuppoſe that they a& with Freedom, 
even in the Changes of Kingdoms and States; or otherwiſe 
we muſt -zmpute to the Almighty thoſe Crimes, by which 
Changes are ſometimes brought about : which to ſurmile, 
were Blaſphemy. And if Changes are made according to 
natural Equity, and more eſpecially the known Rights of 
any Kingdom, agrecabl to that Equity, and allowed of, 
and exerciſed as there has been occaſian in all times, from 
the firſt EreQtion of the Kingdom; we may well fay, 
that thoſe AQts of ſuch a free People, which God permits, 
and blefſes with Succels, are by, and with, his Authority, 

What, are the Rights and lawful - Powers entrufted 
id. By. Bon, BY God Almighty with \the People of this 
Chris Subs. Land, for the Preſervation of their ancient 
jeRion. | Regiment, and Laws, it is not needful here 
to prove: but 1t is neceſſary to ſhew, 1n their proper 
Colours, thoſe Arts,, or in 'Truth, Weakaeſles of Cler- 
gy-men, whereby they would bring in God: Almighty 
to Authorize the Contrariety of their avowed Princt; 
ples to the Right of this Government; and of their 
Adtions to: any Principles, but ſuch as may free them 
from Slavery to their Promuſes or Oaths; and at the ſame 
time might enſlave all others: as if their Freedom were 
purchaſed at this Price, and were. the Reward of ſuch 
Merits,  -* p 

I cannot but uſe this Book of one of ſo ſetled a Reputa- 
tion for learning, as a Demonſtration, that it'is necetla 
for their own Sakes, as well as for the Good of Mankind, 
that Clergy-men ſhould not, in thele Matters, Fe wife 
eyon 


| { Oo 
beyonll what & written in oor Law: If I am thought: to 
expoſe the Nakednefs of 4 Spiritual Farher, I doubt nor, 
bur it will be pardonable, if not” meritorious, when. it 
A to preferve the Chaftiry and Freedom of our common 
rent. | *þ raber aut: | 
The SubjeQ of the Book being of the Diſpoſal of King- 
doms, and conferring of Power , the Meaſuresof Power, 
or manner of enjoying it, might {eem'not to fall within the 
ray; ; and yet it will appeatithat here pes the: Hinge 
- the prong : for 1 08 #405-5g arf Emxcland- 
m King, Lords, and Commons; then,  ,.. w 
a nd. aA there be in the Moxss ry a we or 
habontls poteſtatem, © the manner in'which/” dobabends poce/ta- 
the Sovereipaty,or abſolute Power, wheres: 
by the Nations governed, is eajoyod'y'the King may, 
as Grotius has it,ywpartem non ſnememoulare, *Teize upon, 
or aforp that part of the Soveraignty which does not be- 
ons," per : or to ſpeak ſtrictly (as the Soveraignty is in- 
divikble, though eryoyed by ſeveral) he may taketo him 
felf alone, what the haws have communicated to him-and 
vo others. | | - 

And there would be no manner of Conſequence, that a 
Conqueſt over the King, ſhould, ip/o fa&o, transfer the 
Dommion to- the Canqueror, 16 far as to, 
make the Subjects. © S$1tves, unlefs they © F:29- Igiares 
obtain Conditions from- the Conqueror, Paſt ever anther, 
winch is maintain'd inthis Book. . -- rey gr ar 
ethers Dominions, he makes che others Subje#s become his SuubjeAs, or his Slaves, 
as tyy come in-wpon Conditions, or at the BiK of the Conqueror. . 


- 


And wherezs the learned Author pretends that -Hhethas - . 
l#wrently provided againſt the en a-. nine Wa 
(d) Novely, by the Number of Anthorities Vi Pre 
@© noperpoſe, as T'fhall ſhew) I challenge him to bring 
one Author of clear Credit, who! hols any- thing like 


this. . 
"I take 


(8) 

_ + Fure belli; F Jabs Vantipe fas have bes a much 
a . . afer Rule jn this, and yet to have gone to 
ro ifs or] the nraaſt Strexch , when he lay S, < Do- 
11 vel rantim'ar ff © mm 10i00-may be acquir'd'by a Conqueror, 
n rege aut alio ime goo Oo Ok Fa 5 

perante & tunc in © either only ſo muchas 1s in the King or 
ejvs duntaxat jus. ©. other Ruler; and then he ſucceeds aaly 
ficedirr ves "u> « r9 his Right, and no farther : or allo 

populg eſt, &C. ' | * = much as 15 in. the People. ; bath 

All: the Right of 'the! People Gratins ſuppoles ;not to be 
acquired meerly by a Vicory over the Prince ; where the 
Prince had not the Soyeraigaty ablolutely and ſolely in 
him : "and that in ſuch Caſe the Conqueror ſucceeds only 
to that Right. whichhe other had : that.is,..to.a- Govern 
ment accotding.to-the-J:aws of. that; Country,;But our 
P. 45.50.  Rextrend, Author! is, expreſs, Ther though | pbe 

495% | Prince. that 55. diſſeized was obliged by that 'Eaw 
while he was' in Poſſeſſion, it never was a Law to the Prince 
that # now in hi Place. | 

And thus by the Conqueſt of a Prince, limitted by 
Laws, according to him, the Conqueror would not only 
acquire all the Power which the Law gave the other; but 
would be let into a Fower by Gods Gift, without any le- 
gal Limits. 

But this Suppoſition, as it ts wholly precarious, is ve 
abſurd, in any Government where: the Sovereignty 1s 
communicated to more than one. tiger 

And how it is in Exg/ana, next to the Determination of 
our Law-makers, who are the Judges ordained by God, 
recourſe ought to be had to Men, . whoſe Profeſſion it is, 
to be acquainted with the Laws and Hiſtory of the Go- 
vernment; , but the Divize thinks himſelf infhgnificant, if 
he cannot, like. the Pope of Rome, hopk-in Civil Power, 
and the Decyſion of its Rights, i Ordene ad Spiritualis ; 
and therefore ſome Rule muſt be found out, common to 
all Soveraign, Princes: or Kings, as: ſuch; and that; Rule 
mult be oue of which Divines may. be allowed to be the 
moſt competent Judges ,or Interpreters. Where- 


, 
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Whereas, therefore this Author reſolves all Gods ways 
of conferring Power. 1. Into the Right of the Firſt Pa» 
rents, called Patriarchical. 2. Conqueſt. 3.God's Nomi- 
nation. 4. Conſent of the People. | 

1. He makes thoſe Rights, which belong jo one who 
was King by Divine Nomination, equally to belong to all 
of them. For, ſays he, £- 

David, as being 4 Prophet inſpired, beſt knew the 
P. 5. ; 
Mind of God, and his ways of dealing with Mankind. 
And David, as being called to be a King, J, the immediate 
Deſignation of God, beſt knew what belonged to that Digni- 
ty. His word therefore is an all accounts a ſufficient Proof. 

He is indeed there ſpeaking of the Exaltation , 
to Power, but either the Exaltation is all that be- © 
longs to the Power, and then there is only a Name with- 
out Power till Man has conſented ; or elſe by what be- 
longs to the Dignity, he means all its Rights, or the 
Rights of Sovereigaty. Whatever therefore was a Right 
of Sovereignty in Davza, is according to him the Right 
of. all Kings, as ſuch ; becauſe David was, a King by the 
immediate deſignation of God. 

And therefore where one who is called Kzng 
has not ſuch a Right of Sovereignty, as he ſup- 
poles to be common to all Kings, -he will have the Govern- - 
ment to be properly a Commonwealth. 

Wherein he has thought fit to explain the myſtery, 
how .it_ came' to paſs that all who hold Their preſent 
Majelſties Right to this Government, after the Declara- 
tion of the States of the Kingdom, upon the late King's 
breach of the Original Contra, and Abdication; are run 
down as Republicans, and Enemies: to the Monarchy ; 
though. they. are. the only Men who would preſerve it ta 
Their preſent Majeſties. 

And jt..is not an unpleaſant ſtory, for the truth of 
which I-wijl not vouch ; That when a Man was recom- 
mended'to a Place: of very. great Truſt, though —_ 

OY en 


P. 18, 19. 
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DO21G Conant Ovinpan 00 of them wha. CahaIP4 againſt 


- << da LONNRAant WULLPanus yy 
their Majeſties ; this being obje&ed, his Patron ſhould 
ſlay, O Sir! he is 4 Friend to the Monarchy. 

2. As with this High Monarchical Author, the Rights 
of all Sovereign Princes and Kings, as ſuch, are equal ; 
he is not ſhy of letting the World know- what Their 

- Right is; and thatit is a Right fo make- the 

2 ; *. * 
» :, SubjeQts S/aves ; or in other words of his own, 
+ to dowith them and theirs what they pleaſe. 

For that he tells us is the Right of War, or of a 
Conqueror ; and all Kings have the ſame Right, or elſe 
what David ſhews to have belonged to the Dignity, would 
not be.a Rule to this day. 

3. One would think that the conſent of Men who are 
at liberty to diſſent, proceeds from their Choice-; and that 
they who chuſe one to reign over them who had no Right 

p.1; beforethat Choice, give himthe Kingdonr; and 

» |, Chatthis (as himfelf calls ity is the Att of Man, 

*i' and: merely an Himan Att. 

But if. this were only an Human-Act, then the Govern- 
ment would be funded in Contra; if it was not given: 
in an-abſolute manner ; and the King: that was choſen 
might be no-other ſort of Sovereign than Humane Laws 
made him; Wherefore it 15-neceſfary that this meer Flue 
mane Att ſhould zot be a'meer FHimane AG, but > be 
ſpiritualiz'd to come- within Eccleftaſtical-Juriſdigtion ; 
and that the Authority ſhould be immediately from! God 
only; and become-ſuch an Authority as he gives a'King 
of his own apo phrwers) __ one to- whom he- =o given 
the Kingdom; itn; way of Judgment, 'upon'an- Appeal'to 
him, id Tryal'b Battle: Mts $: Duc A dias 

To get ekar of the- troubleſom- Obje&ion' here; you. 
muſt underſtand, that there are buttwo grounds for: their 
EleCQtion':' 1.Real Merit in the Perſon choſen. 2:Fayour 

p. |. | towards'him. ' Where there is Real Merit, they 

1%  cogtd' not; go befede- hins. in their Choice, they took 
bins 49 one already choſen of God. | As 


PRE_> - 
As:to Favour, whereby they prefer one be- 
.fore others of as much Merit, it 7s the {we 
great God who rules the roaring of the Sea, and the multitude 
of the _ 

But it the Tranſlators of the Bible were as well 
Skilyd in the Hebrew, and rightly rendred it 
tamult or madneſs of the people ; the moſt tumul. 55-7: 
tuous, irregular and undue EleQtion, would by vhis be 
aſcrib'd to God as his immediate at, 

But whether the Choice were regular or irregular, they 
it ſeems were not free to chuſe, or not to chaſe. 

And as the Poet has it— 

Thus like a Pris ner in an Iſle confind, 

Man walks at large, a Pris ner in his mind ; 

Wills all his Fanlts, while Heav'n th' Indiftment draws, 

And pleading Guilty, juſtifies the Laws, Dryden. 


And according to our B——, where Men thought 
they exercis'd a Free. Faculty given them by God ; the 
Man'of Merit took their SubjeQtion as his Right, be- 
cauſe God had mark'd him . out as their King ; which 
would warrant the Uſurpations of any Man, who could 
flatter himſelf into a perſwaſion that he merited to be 
x King. 

Ate Whete they choſe without Merit, it ſeems it was 
A Chil without lberty-to-diſſent, and conſequently tho' 
this Choice: were: a finful a&, as ſometimes it might be ; 
yet. he who makes God the Author of the--Choice by 
hiv immediate AFﬀ,makes him the Author of the Sin.(s) 
"Butt, as' the Choice of :the People is made-no-Choice ; 
vety, little” room 1s. left. by this Author even for that 


r. Where a. Kingdom is Hereditary, there , 
the Ancefſtots conſented. once for all, following «© * 
Generations ; and then. though the Heir who Claims Dy 
a Pofi Klem. Euriefridfp. 1.-Def. 1. Afbiones bamumde tienrar aftiones hom 
ini; voluntarie, cum imputatione effettuum. 
11-20 B 2 Deſcent 


P. 14. 
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ſcent from the firſt Monarch, ſhould, be a natural Fool 
CLE - God has given him the Kuigdom for a per- 


(a) P. 16, For the De- 
rYivation of that Right to 
their Perſons, they owe it 
only to God; far it comes 
to them by their Birth, 
and they owe their Birth 
only to God. 


(b) Pag. 15. Sect. 26. 

(c) Pag. 19. This (ſays 
he) can be underttood of 
nothing elſe bur the Con- 
queſt of one Prince over 


an other. This which 


ſeems there to be. only a 


Conqueſt over the Prince, 
he ſoon advances to a 
Conqueſt over the Nation ; 
For thereby (he ſays) God 
makes rhe others Subjects 


become | his _— or 
Slaves, accordingly as they 


come in,Cc.God's Putting 
down one heing here ex- 
rendable to caſes of 
removals, even by Death, 
or cefſion, he, Pag. 49. 
finds it needful to infſi- 
nuate 4s if be hall proved 
in Sect.26, only That Con- 


ft 15 the way by which a” 
Kong dom is taken'from a - 


Sovereign Prince- againſt 
his wi | 


Our. 


mutations upon a P 


petual Inheritance : and all the a&ts of 
the People alone, to ſet him aſide be- 
fore his actual Poſſeſſion, are a mrer 
nullity : they can acquire no right 
againſt. that which God alone To 
given: the Prince, by reaſon of his 


(4) Bzrth. 


2. As the Succeſſion is continued 
to the Heir of the Family, (6) without 
other Human A# than the firſt conſent;if 
the Crown be taken from the Heir of 
the Family, .and another comes to en- 
joy it, *tis God who (c).puts down one, 
and ſets up another ; and in all caſes 
where God does this, it is by Congueſt, 
and ca be no otherwiſe ' underſtood, 
And in the caſe of Conqueſt, no con- 
fent of the People is required ,- but 
[ thereby ] God pats, one #3 poſſeſſion of 
the other's Dominions, before the Peo- 
pleexpreſs any confent to receive hi 
tor their Prince : and tho? the Con- 
_— ſhould condeſcend to. make 
them his Subjefts, they are his Slaves 
by right of iW ar. * Should they capi- 
tulate with their Swords , in their 
Hands, while the Event of a Warwhich 


' they might threaten; were doubtfal;Yet 
God has given them up for (e). Slaves, 


they haye no Right to capitulate, but 
in their very Fr gr my. reſiſt God's 
Ordinance, while they would put Lis 


rince whp by a Right given of God 


ought to be Abſolute : and extort by force a Promiſe, 


perhaps, 


&.- » 
But the Sufferings of the People of other Nations, are 
then only tobe relieved by a Foregin Prince; when he has a 
rticular Intereſt, or Cauſe of his own; and receives im- 
mediate Prejudice thereby, or fears that he may. 

Indeed, when #t is neceſſary to do this for p , 
themſelves ; then- they ought to do it much the neceiſary, &c, 
rather for the Sakes of their oppreſſed Brethren: 46 
no fu _ —_—_ it ſeems, - be found in that com- 
mon Relation between Mankind, upon | 
which alone, Grotine and others, would |; & pics 71 3 
juſtifie the Heroes of Paſt Ages; who have Set. Poſtrema, la- 
undertaken the Deliverance of oppreſſed imogue _ y/ 
Nations, meerly for the Sake of common conjuntio, que vel 
Humanity, and as they were fit ObjeCts /'s «4 opem feren- 
of their Compaſſion. Jaeie. 

They who confine De/iverers to ſelhſh Ends, ſeem to 
envy them their greateſt Glory ; or to have been ſo ſordid 
themſelves, as to have had no Idea of this Vertue : and 
like Mr. Hobbs, to draw a Scheme of Humane: Nature 
from too ſolitary a Dwelling at Home. 

Whatever Latitude was gtven to warrant the Expedi- 
tions of Soveraigns, here they are confined : becauſe per- 
haps ſome could not imagine that they ſhould take Plea- 
ſure in what is ſo diſintereſted. Burt for Subjedts, , 
how much ſever opprefſed, they have no Right to © 7” 
make War without Leave of” their Prince. None lid. 
have Right of making War, but they that are in Soveraigs 
Power. Whoever, it ſeems, is in Soveraign Power, though 
he be not the Supream, or Chief” in Power, he is no Su 
ject : and you may be ſure the Prince will never give his 
SubjeQs leave to make War againſt himſelf, 

It muſt therefore be ſome Foreign Soveraign Prince, 
who makes War againſt the oppreſfing Prince; otherwiſe 
the War is not 0 Y unjuſt, bor no Right can be 
accquired by Succets : there # an original Nullity in 
althe Proceedings. 
| Very 


(16) 


Very good! But let us now apply this: to our preſent 
Caſe, that we may come out of the Clouds. To make 
Diſcourſe pertinent, it muſt be admitted, that a War was 
made upon the late King, while he continued King, and 
that he was poſſeſſed againſt his Will 

_ Here I would ask this ſerious Queſtion : Is not our De- 
tiverance, and the Settlement of the Crowo occaſioned 
72 webs. thereby, not only condemned, but ren- 
oor hah _ dered a meer Nullity, by the plain Conſe- 
which has been reces.- QUENCE of this Doctrine, inſinuated as the 
_ _ aft for er Dodrine of the Church of -r7 pang 

lend __ All muſt agree, that K;ng W:liam, while 
the Reformation, he was but Prince of Orange, and Stadhol- 
der of Holland, was invited over by many 
of the Nobility, Gentry, and Clergy of this Land ; that 
his Arms were joyned by Men of all Orders, immediate- 
ly upon his Landing ; that he was, upon the late King's 
Withdrawing, petitioned to accept the Adminiſtration of 
the Government, and after that, freely choſen, toge- 
ther with his Princeſs, to ſupply the vacant Throne : with- 
out any Force offered by him to the late King, or the 
People ; much leſs ſetting up for himſelf, and compelling 
them to declare him King. 

This I take to be the true State of the Queſtion ; but if 
we ſ{uppole ſuch a State of it, as may make the B—s 
Diſcourſe conſiſtent, and to purpoſe, it muſt be. ad- 
mitted. 

I. That all they who invited the Prince to aſfiſt 
them, departed from the DoQtrine of the Church of 
Exgland, ; 

2. That however, he having had Succeſs, thereby im- 
mediately became rightful Kzng : and that all who were 
for the Regency, or oppoſed his being King, equally de- 
parted from the Dotrine of the Church of Englaza. 

But upon the true State of the Caſe, there may natu- 
rally ariſe theſe two Queſtions,not here to mention _o_, 

1. Whe. 
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1. Whether, if King James were congueret, 
it was by the then Ped of Orange; or by the <y#tr1 
Poop of England ? and whether the Prince, or the Peo- 
ple, took: the Dominion from the late King, againſt his 
Will? | 

© 2.” Whether the Deliverance, in which his preſent Maje- 
fy was {o gloriouſly inſtrumental, was, according to this 
Diſcoarſe,by a Soveraign Prince ? "That our King was not 
a Soveraign Prince, barely as Stadholder of Holland, muſt 
be granted ; and then as to the Principallity of Qrange, 
even according to this: Book, though:the Cauſe of War 
between the French Kzng and the States,or their Sragbolder, 
were unjuſt on that King's ſide ;.. yet it was not only lawful, 
but « Daty for the Subjets. of that Lnincipaty; to 
obey the French King © Nay,the Goyernment-1s fo far 
ſetled in that King, that we are to preſume a Right; for,ſays 
he,Whereſoever this is once ſetled, whether by length of 
time, .or even ſooner, gener Conſent of the Peo- "©? 
ple; there it ought to be preſumed there is. a Right, 7t leaſt 
there ought to be no farther Diſpnte of it. 

But the Principallity of Orange 1s now. ſetled 1n the 
French King, by,a-general-Conſent of the: haraſſed People : 
his Right to it therefore is not to be difputed,. 4%, 

Farther yet, 'if that Principallity . were. teudatory: to 
France ; then bythe Feudal Law it was ſubjett to Forfei- 
ture, for the Fault of the "Owner : and then, according 
to the Diſcourſe, he was no Soveraign Prince ; for 
F Soveraign Princes, gerhex have their, Authority 

rom God, ſo they are. only. account able ta him... 
DS. Peck may . be faid,. ARE wry ' Tnconfiften- 
ons here are riot properly applied, they belang- 


ing to his Notion of Conqueſt ; whereas our Caſe is not of 

a Congueſt, but'of an Evzdon and a Deliverance thereup- 

on :, which leads'me to his Inconliſtencies. +. +... 

- But T miſt premiſe, that, no Man can avoid..his own 

Poſitive. Aﬀertiogs, 'by coats ing himſelf. elſewhere, 
Op 6n JT $6 3h0k #5 efperi. 


a » © 
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eſpecially by-Contradidtioris to the very Ground-wark 
and Foundation which he lays. The only way to Merit 
+ 496 of dangerous Poſitions, is ingeruoully toretra& 
nem, 

Beſides, as he denies the Right x font ueſt to any, but 
one who was a Sovereign Prixce before z fo he denies him 
the Right of a Dehwerer, not owing ro to make War 
for a- Deliverance, So that admit he were conſiſtent 
. throughout, yet my ſecond queſtion- would deſerve an 

anſwer. - | | 

But in truth it will appear, that either a De[zverer is one, 
who but calls, or ſuffers himſelf to be calPd a Delverer, 
when he is a real Conqueror; orelfe his Notion herein is 
a dire& Contradiftion to his Fundamental Poſitions, and 
he manifeſt Drift of his Arguments ; or rather Affirma- 
z10ns ; for perhaps his Book 1s as impt operty call'd a Di/- 
conrſe, as any that has cone out a good While. 

If, fays he, "another Prince, having a juit cauſe 
of War, i ſo far cotcerned for an oppreſſed People, 
4s to take them into'his care; and to declare that he makes 
War for their Deliverance -\ "be Effert of this War, though 
we may call it a Conqueſt, Vetauſe it has a Reſettblance of it, 
, yet it cannot be properly ſo 1h any re beth, .&C. As to the 

Price 'on whom it is made, 't is 3; rly. an Evidtion, by 
Pare 6s the juſt Sentence off Gd, EC. As Yo. the People, it 
$7” inner be a Conque#t over them, who are ſo far £19® 
having the War made againit them © that it was made chiefly 
for their Stſes, If there be any Pretence of, a Conque#t, it 
is only over them that were their Oppreſſors. - But as for them 
that were oppreſſed, it makes all together on their de [a 
that they are the Conquerors in Ef: for they have the 
Benefit of it : And he that obtain'd thu or them, hath z 
much more glorious Title than that. of a on querbr ;, for he 
i properly their 'Reſtorer ad Deliverer. _ gd ellewhere 
FLEA ke fays, Though one may Conquer and drive out an 
5*1*:  Oppreffing Prince, "he thay have nb Right of C —_— 


Page 66. 
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This ſeems very plaulible, but'\cither is a dowaright 
ContradiCtion. to: his Fundamental Poſition ; or is none 
of the ways, .1n which, according to thim, God 6 dope of 
a Kingdom, when he puts down: one'Prmce and ſers up 
another ; for, according to: him, in'aV cafes where God 
does this; immediately upon the Conqueſt of the Prince, 
the. Conqueror [thereby,] in vertue of that Conquelt, is by 
God pur into, 'ofleſlion of the others Dominions: ,, |. 
he makes the others Subjetts become his Subjetts, or Danſe 
Slaves; Accordingly, as they come in, or fub- Þ 56, 57- 
mit : and.it.is their Duty to obey him before the No gouentes 
has chair emf. p SIBH " Spas. 

Farther yet helays, -Coprque#t weing the wa T3% 
which a Kjaodom o. Doiniaieb 5s Tales ny I 
Sovereign Prince aparnit this Will; azd by which another 
Prince gets into his Poſſeſſion : 4s often as this happens, there 
ariſes a queition betweew the tmo Princes, whether of them 
hath a Right to the Kingdom or Dominion. 

This he will have to be decided by. the .p.;o.Ther win 
Law. of Nations, a Law common to'both.: for 7 be the Law 
the Law of theLand., he: holds that.to be a Jer 
Law to-neither. the Prince tha: 

” ; A. : # diſſei;'d, pvas 
oblig'd by that Law while.he was in Poſſeſſion ; yet now it ſeems he x. not ; and it 
never W454 Law to tbe; Prancethat now mn by place. | 


Where the: People: may itake:this for their-Comfort, that 
if the (Prince. di ,or cevifted, ſhould-be' reſtored 
again ;,he will,.come hack freedifrom-all the: Laws of the 
Country : ;Nor-isthe:Prince, who: Conquers him, a Re- 
42 kan Laws, £4zomine, 'as\he 15:2 Deliverer'; for 
whatever. the Affurances qmigtit have-been, to induce the 
People: to. afift; lim, or aoti$0 ailiſt 4he other ; »they-are 
his Saves, +l heihas:candeſcended-toigranttthem Liberty 
upgn.thean conmeg n., or \{ſubmitting after - he. has con- 
po 9G he Or tir from his Perſon: 
Qt; 5150: the-Qpprohons, 'whatmnighrhave been, an Uſyr- 
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patibn.n.their Lega\Kzng, would be but Right of War 
in 'a -Deliverex.:.\ And' thus if the Reffdrey or Deliverer 
4 paſſefithe Other, the [Deliverer atid'  0nFiteror' differ not, 
as to rhe;Right which they acquire; 'of'th Reality, but in 
P.27.ſ6 26 Dame. TheiEwithow was by God's Sentence; the 
eftect of which, he ſays, i 4 juſt Conqueſt. 

And if he be confiftent with himſelf, he mult agree, 
that however : the ' People pleaſe theriſelves ' with the 
P. 63. 5+,” {ound of the -word," the" Deliverer may by 

Fr. right of War, do with them ani theirs what he 
pleaſes : for this he makes the right of War in all caſes, 
where a War i made upon their Prince for juit cauſe; and 
the Deliverer is one whom he ſuppoſes to have had a ju# 

os + cauſe of War : but where the Juſtice of the War 
ht 66. Sect; 43: is certain, the Right of 'a Conguest he takes to 
ws oh be ther.” And it we'conſfider what he fays, 
againſt a Delzverer's acquiring the Right of War, we 
may ſeethart it is not with intent of oppoſing, 'if he inſiſts 
upon that Right, DT. - ' 
Þ. 67 © I- The People are the Conquerors i ef, 
©-67:/4. becauſe they have the Benefit of it ; but if that 
[Benefit is denied, they are not Conquerors'in effetF. 

2, He fays it has always been judged by the People of God, 
that ſuch an one as he deſcribes,.. 15-not: properly'a Con- 
queror : but mark his Proof, we have the Example of the 
fewiſh/Chutch-ih the itime':of Alexander! the Great I 
need not obſerve: that. thas/35 a palpable Contradiftion to 

HS. our B—'$ 'Letter :about FJaddus, * wherein 
Fic: The F472 he holds that-:the. Jewiſh Charch ſibmitred 
«bout Jaddus, \* $Q 2Hexavaer .as coming ty! by Conus. "12S 
Leaf hul>ict giyes:1other! Hxaraples''of the like © Nature 
<M5' 4 very! gopd Cyr 'atid Conftantine.;' | but what he ſays 
tngueſtionee of the-laſt, runs through all; * #hough he had 
cons hy , acquired a Title by the» Expulſion of thoſe Princes 
rhe Fewiſh , | who.had beepOppreſſors:; und. might have takenthe 
Ebb in Is. Goverment upon hin a « Congueror;he did not. 
Hye 3” That''it 3 . 
= iatafil ro ſubmit ro a Prince thateomes in by Conqueſt, * P, 65, But 
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But the Titles which -all theſe Delzverers acquired, the 
Right which they. might have us'd, was Conqueſt : and 
ifthey had _ t fit to uſe the 4. of Conqueſt, ac- 
cording/to himſelf, they were compleat Conquerors ; and 
if they loſt that Right, it was only for their Lenity. An 
admirable Admonition to Princes to have a care of being 
t00 generous. 

Two of theſe Princes were Pagans; the third appears 
not to have been. Chriſtened when he ſet this Example : 
And yet becaule he held the (a) Firſt General Council, and 
gave the Clergy Secular Power ; he, by receding from his 
Right, made a binding Law to reſtrain the Right of fol- 
lowing, Princes. Oh! the ſtrength and weight of the 
Argument. (4) P. 69. 

3. What has been obſerved under the former Head,might 
be enough to ſhew the doubttulneſs 
and ambiguity of the Diſcourſe, as if 
intended to ſerve either Prince or Peo- 5 
ple, and toimpoſe upon both. But ſometimes it 1s not 
unprofitable to ſhew the ſame Notions in difterent Lights. 

One who comes ta the Poſſeſſion of a Crown by Succels 
in War over a Sovereign Prince, may think he has 
Right of Conqueſt ; for that is aſcribed to all Princes 
whom God ſets up,upon diſpoſſeſſing another. But then 

1. It is not enough. to become a Prince by God's Gitt 
of. the Kingdom , but he muſt have been a Soverergy 
Prince before, ' or all is a »«flity, God's Gift 1s void. 

2. He muſt be ſure not to ſuffer himſelf to be called a 
Deliverer, without Right of Conqueſt : for if he wereſuch 
an/-one, +he: would not be a Prince of God's. ſetting up ; 
and therefore.as he would-maintain his Title trem. God, 
he: muſt afſert;the. Right of a: Conqueror. | 

3: But call him Conqueror, Deliverer, or what you pleale, 
the Diſcourſe founds his:Right, upon the Dominions being 
taken from. one; againſt his Will ; and another's, coming 


into Polleſſion, | If 


The doubefulneſs and am= 
biguity of the Diſcourſe. 
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Tf therefore both the one and the other be in ſome 
caſes the AQ of the People ; then he lays no Foundation 
for any Right of Conqueſt, but what will be an equal 
- Right in all Conqueſts ; though the People be themſelves 
the Conquerors over themſelves. 
=p Farther yet he comforts Princes, That 

'*3| though they ſhould be guilty of Breach of 
Faith, not only to their People, but to God alſo, yet they 
may not therefore be depoſed by them. And yet he admits, 
64 That the Laws are the Bond of Union between 
" | Prince and People, and that by theſe the Prince 
holds his Prerogative. 

But the Breach of this Bond on the Prince's fide, by his 
AQ, he will have. only ſo ro looſen the Union, that it 
may be next to Niſſolution. It ſeems there is ſome Schol- 
diſtinftion between breakizg a Bond, and d:ſſoluingaiBond. 
But one would think that when the Bond- 1s broken by 
the Prince, it is diſſolved by the Prince ; and no doubt he 
meant ſo, but thought not-fit to fay ſo much. But per- 
haps, ſince he ſpeaks of a Sovereign/Prince ; according to 
his Netion of Sovereignty, he might believe that he. may 
break his Faith or Promile, and yet not :break the Law, 
becauſe his Will is the:Law. oh Liſeb 

'However he grants, t whoſoever di/obeys 
£.7-07-6; w reſiſts the publick: Order. and. CEO of the 
Kyngdom or State where he lives, he diſobeys or reſiſts the 
Ordinance of God. 

The'King therefore in a limited-:Government, where 
his Will is not a 'Law, \nor can 'he- diſpenſe with 'Laws, 
may himſelf diſobey the-pablick Order-and Government. And 
by his breach of thoſe Laws by which he holds his Preroga- 
tive, and which are the Randy "Unton between hum and 
ts Subjets, may break-or-diffolve 1the: Bond ; -and then 
. he 1s no more their -King. 'And-thus 'the:People are. de- 
cently ' let -into *the Soverargaty, and; may make 'War 
againſt him without Rebellion : Nay, he who was g their 

rince 
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Prince till the Diffolution of the Bond, reſiſts the pablick 
Order and Government, it he goes about to force himſelf 
upon them again. 

Which are the lucid Intervals, thoſe that bind up the 

les Hands 1n all cafes, unleſs Foreign Princes 1nter- 
poſe ; or.thoſe that fet them free by the Act and virtual 
Ceſffion of their Kings, we ſhall know when Elias, or 
ſomeother Great "Tip re comes, But the Book ſeems not 
ſo much to juſtife ſubmitting to a Deliverer, as to con- 
demn them that have not the patience, in all caſes, to 
wait God's time for raiſing up ſome Foreign Prince for 
their Deliverer. Nor have Men reaſon to flatter them- 
ſelves with the Notion of a Deliverer, which has no 
Foundation in this Book : and if the Prince be a Deliverer, 
he muſt ſet up himſelf,or the People muſt ſet him up : For 
all that are of Gods fetring up, are Conquerors with Right 
of Conqueſt. | 

ain, the People may uſe the formality of a Choice, 
but it is no fich thing in reality ; this At was not meerly 
humane, but divine. 

And the Prince may think this God's immediate AQ ; 
and yet though he were a Conqueror, and had the Ryzhz 
4 Conqueſt given and adjudged to him (2) by God him- 

elf; this. might have been by (5) zo more than the per- 
mifioe ' XEXUs FN of God. | | 

4. It has appeared already, that he would have what 
David mentions, as belonging to the | 
Royal Dignity, to be a Rule in all The weakneſs of reaſon- 
Ages and Countries. 'But David ſays it; nar o, Anois 
of God Almighty, a recably to what __ to thoſe Rights of 
I ſhall ſhew: of the Dogation to Noah Princes which he would 
and his Sons, The Earth hath be given I Rs. ma 
to the Childrex of Mez... Which cer- ter Writings. 
tainly comprehends Dominion as well 

G3 an 5 > Fry ng yon year] dip afLomr) ri and ſet up 
Kings. þ ov fon arte it was apy more than by the permitiive Proni- 


C 
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as Soil ; and is a Confutation of his Notion of the Patriar- 
chical Power. | | 

David ſays, God eftabliſhed a Teſtimony in Jacob, and ap- 
pointed a Law in Iſrael. Here God was the Law-Maker, 
not the King ; as every Prince truly a Sovereign, accord- 
ing to the Notion which I oppoſe, is. —_ 

It appears that the Law which David tells us God 
va. reve Eftabliſhed in Iſrael, had particular Clauſes li- 
17.ver.1$, Miting the Right of the King. Here at leaſt 
19, &., was a Law of the true nature of a Contra, 
' ſuperior to the King ; and that the Law of a State or King- 
dom : Will they allow the Law of the Kingdom to be thus 
ſuperior to their Sovereign ? bo 

The Rolls of this Law ſome Jewiſh Rabbins affirm 
that their Kings deſtroyed. When therefore our Learned 
B {hall produce an authentick Copy of the Law, or 
that manner of the Jewiſh Kingdom, which $4- 
muel wrote in a Book, and laid up before the Lord; 


1 Sam. 25. 


his Arguments from the Jewiſh Polity may deſerve Con- 


. 


ſideration : and yet what the preſent B of Worceſter 
lays in his Irexicam would have its due weight. | 

Thoſe who plead the obligatory nature of Scripture-Exam- 
ples.,, muſt either produce the Moral Nature of 
theſe Examples, or elſe a Rule binding | us to 
follow theſe Examples : eſpecially when theſe Examples 
are brought to found a new poſitive Law obliging -all 
Chriſtians. 


Iren. Þ. 13: 


| From hence he proceeds to treat of God's 
Vid. p.7: M8. ways of conferring $ overeign Power immediate- 
Ib. Set. 8. ly in the Patriarchs time. This (he lays) «t 
firſt was from God we are ſure; becauſe it was 

from the beginning of Mankind. The firſt Men that were 
born into the World, were all of Adam's Family. And ſo 
were all that came after, till ſome of them went forth, as Cain 
aid, to make Families for-themſetves. ooo hon ono Gyre 
Obſerve the reaſoning here, We are ſure it was from 
God, becaule it was from the beginning of a) 


Co we ns þ. Man; from the firſt 
MARINER y'of 1 "Subj fron heir Maturity 
a 

Lon the firſt Ae Feobgnp are {#7 Ghent Pit ; i Steep, Bree: not 
from the Been of ho of: nhleRs there was a with? 
cur - Tunif grous = t6/< fer Subje ; of 
Civil Pol an orf gro the. Paterna 
Power Frog them, reſurn'd Conlent, Pafend: Ele- 
Burfor'the laſt;-it Baer Fioge quence, that.. 9ourd Fire 
becauſe they” were Snbjeats while" they 'were not 
capable, of Diſſenting; therefore they .muſt, continue ſo when 
they are at years of co onlent. And if the Ne ry began when 
they commenced Men 3 then there is no Pr a. the con- 
trary 3 bur that it be vn upon their Evie nor will they be 
oblig'd"ro give np their Lives, and che Fruits of their Labours 
to their Parents, meerly for their having'exerciſed that Aﬀeion 
towards them: in' their Chitdhood,” which Nature both requires, 
and delights in. 

Himſelf admits, 'thar the Sons, whery chey'come of Age, may 
chnſ& whiether they will be tidey their FathersGovernment os no; 
for he places the Power ir beinf' Father 6f theF 3 and allows 
the Sons theri't- thake Families T therſ2lyes, - co/ ſve up for 
Independent! Princes:*' This" is plairy frotiieher/ ies! 
ſtance of Cx, he of his own' rote teft his Fa- G44 16, 17: 
chersFarmily,, ahd bufle Him a City. | Till then, ſays 
oh B—="rbep wer govern by the comm Parkes of Page 8 
MakRv#hd. 414 | » A TVS GY 

- $& that Gon by who voltimarily" eferenitbis Farders Pavilly, 
that at of his fee-up himſelf oral the Lite:rirne” of his- Nel 

-Bir this! Main wis as hot 'the' Patriarch; had no-Divine: Nothiha- 
tion/or Appointment; nor isit likely he ſtioul@haveri-4: 5 


for he wa our from 'the preſent ofthe Lori alt of: = 


ears Frofy . Bither"che+ chat City 6" OHA Society was 
Tabor tarly ; 0p: if h& was Sovereis ng of WE PIE 

br ; for otherwift be had norRight'at all, 

And on Cain bids faireſt for being the firſt!Imdependent Mo- 

nareh'im the World; . while Adams. was under the.Theoeraſie : and 

this he muſt grant in conſequerice of his: own words elfewhere: 


or BÞjbe when acob and all bis Family went 
gies rode rc arp gh | Pige 9: 


MI bet tidal 0 4 Ns? L 6-2 


D 
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It appears therefore, that I gy a chical Gowernment was infe- 
rior ANC Mubarak : And if Adem ſhould have gone to a 
in Cair's City, his Patriarchical Government would have ended. 

This matter is ſo intreagued, that I need not enquire, 

Vid. Gielfuſis I. Whether there was any occaſion for theRights 
op. pol. p.5. of Sovereignty in the State of Innocence ? 

An fuiſſet fu- 

—_ fpoleria fe ſflatu Innocentie ? Afﬀf.Quia fuiſſent future Societates in primis due 
Priores eeque certo ordine inter ſe devincte ! nulla tamen fusſſet in imperando wis- 
lentia vel injuſtitia. ſed dulcs harmonsa.. Hooker's Ecclef. Pol. c. 1.f. 26. There 
were as yet no Civil Societies, no manner of Publick Regiment eſtabliſh&d. 


V. Gen.93,3,6. . 2. Whether Power over Life was given by God 
| to Man, till after the Flood ? , 

Targum of On- 3, Whether that Power, when it was given, was 

kelos Poby.f.35 an Arbitrary Power ; or only to be exerciſed in the 


ir way of Judicature ? 


nem hommis, per teſtes ex ſententia judicum ſanguis ejur fundetur. 


| 4. Whether the Compilers of the. Digefs were in 
Digefs, Lid. 1. the Right, when they ſay, That the [om whereby 


Tit 61-  - Children begotten in Lawful Marriage, are inthe 


Power of the Parents ; (and that as the Commentator explains it, 
fo far, as that they acquire for their Parents) is, Fas proprium civui- 
um Romanorum ; © a Law peculiar to the People of Rome? 
But to follow our Author to Noah. Noah was the 
P. 8. Sect, 38. Father of all them that lived after the Flood ; and be as 
their Governor too, till bis Children were too many to 
live in one Country, or under Gy emernm ond then they branched 
themſelves into Nations, among whom the Earth was divided. 
Is this agreeable to Holy Wric? what matter for that, it ſeryes 
the Hypotheſis, Tho the Scripture ſhews expreſly, that God gave 
FD the whole Earth, and the Power oyer Life, to Noah 
Vid. Gen. 9.1.2, 2nd bis Sons; and the whole Covenant was between 
9»+327* » Godonone part,. and Noah and by Sons on'the other. 
Mare Clayſum, - Upon which Mr. Selden holds, That Noehand his 
f. 13. Certe non Sons, were; by Gods Donation, Lords of all.chings 


obſcurd verum þ. 
plane Commun 4 COMMON. 


101% 914 0ccurrunt, in doxatione ila numins, Noachus 65 falss ejus, 

arp. pubyrns her Lugar ley ry men bes 
Either no natural Right can be inferred from this, becauſe it 

was Gods immediate Free Gifts or it ſhews that' they who are 


EIJS 
OBS. +> 
2dult, 'have Right. to ſhare. in Dominion with their Parents. 
Either way. it cuts' off the ,Patriarchical Power, which he would 
continue till Facob went into Egypt. Pag. 9. 

The Scripture ſays, Gex. 10.32. The Nations were divided in the 
Earth, after the Flood, by the Families of the Sons of Noah : And that 
the' Families were after their Tongues... _ . , 

He will have it to be by Noah's Children, and ſpeaks of it as if 
it were a regular branching themſelves into, Nations ; 
bean the Children were too 'many to live in-one - _ Page 8. 
Family. He takes no notice of the diſperſion upon 
che Confuſion of Tongues ; from which time, .to God's ſetting 
up a King in J/rae/, he elſewhere owns that perhaps in 
ſome Nations it was the Peoples part to chuſe who ſhow rule _ Page. 9. 
over them. | 

This, if we conſider it, will be more than a perhaps. 

Upon the Confuſion of, Tongues, there were 70, as Cluverius 
Cluverixs holds. Noah's Children were not ſo many Epir. Hiſt. 
as there were different Tongues and Nations. The 

Heads of Families could not then be diſtinguiſhed, and the People 
of every different Tongue mult have choſen to themſelves Heads, 
or have fo many Commonwealths, or Communities without a So- 
__ Supreme Head. | 

When (lays he) the Fathers, . or ſome of thoſe Nations, made Con- 
ques one another,” as Nimrod did on the Nations about him, who 
was called a mighty Haneje before the Lord ; or when they were other- 
wiſe A together. ſe made the ancient great Monarchies 
whereof the Aﬀyrian and Egyptian are famons in anciem Hiſtory. 

'Fhis his great Hwnter before the Lord, or =por the Rh Earth, 
was an» Uſurper, and a Tyrant. And (s) Men of greater Autho- 
rity than himſelf, inftcad of before the Lord, render it againſt the 
Lord. Bur, | 

1. The Heads of thoſe Nations, as appears, were not all Patriar- 
chical Heads, but many of them mult hav: been\Choſen by the 

2. He leaves room for a voluntary ſncorporation, of all Fathers 
of Families ; in which we ſay conſilts a Civil Saciety:. -.. .. | 

3. Families ſo incorporated; cannot be diſſolved at pleaſure of 
every Indiyidual, as his Patrierchate may. . ; 7 

4, Several Powers /and Neceſlities ariſe up 
ration, of 'Men who have diſtin Fad Fronerties which 

wit lies, where-the Property is in one-” 
a) The Sepruagint, everior zwere, Vid. Sir VA, Ralf. 158. citing St. Br. 
RY, D 2 \ccording 


* 


ſuch an Incorpo-, 


(28) 


ccording to ba, Gai) given c Py v 
| FE Fatherdbefo e "Teicbr] ts Wk og 
Fathers are adit N ull. all age. to.make t Gal 5, #8 i 
lo, ad infinjtum theſe ar ommunit y of Pe k. 1d- Il (the C, 
' as Fathers of Families Ve equal Parierbiee OWer. 

It then this Power Be' Sovereign; when they, ar the majority, 
give up their eh! he to 3.One, the, cople give kim a Soverei mM 
over them; whi had -no Ri ght to before, their Gift... 


chus, with GoQt's Peiion, the People Gl Pon Qua _ 


demonſfrimadum.' 
Upon his fuppoſed Expir aflon of che Pa aciarghars 
Pag.g. in in Fe: f, ro the letting up o Pos he have it, 
'S S People were governed firſt by vt, as-a 
King ; and Earn by Judges of God's Nomination, or what WAS equt- 
walent to a Nomigation. Which equizzalent he ſogg ſtrexches/ wo a 
proper Nomination.” ''For, ſpeaking of 'the Government among 
' God's choſen People, from tho Beginning, to Solawon 
Pag. 19. incluſive, be ES! YS, 2 abu Wes ng ot! en ſanding Govern- 
meut in that Nation which God choſe. take bus pacwiar, Pao: 
ple, but what" wat” admighfere red” by dongle. P fs | Je Bepſons 
T:;tle to the Government) WA s Nara rebel, or, or y.D Ms: Ominatien. 
He ſeems to have pur nt ic Word | ang 14g againſt 
inſtances of other. Goyer nments, Ic fer u os AMQENg + Fs g0ople. wih- 
31 rhat time. "But if the Publick Aﬀairs wr ly agent 
ſtred at any time, under: HY other known L "@&mMm, ep 
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efides the Propber,- to FM» the Eh above the Fears 


—_ udge 
wg od's 'Choſeh —_ came to Rive Kings ngs, holes 


God was pleaſed, fo al to grant is Peogles requeſt, that. they, ſhould 


an —— 


eh ſt was to hay Yea King tth t 
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( 29 ) X 


i ACccor Ag | au os them, who would have the manner of the 

Kings of other Nations at that time to infer a Right in the. Jewiſh 

Kings ; and the manner of the Jewiſh Kings, a Right in all others; 
ch 


ty, the requeſt of the Jews was not to have an Hereditary King- 
ty dom as he contends for : but a Kingdom wherein the People might 
ud chuſe their King. Ara 146 | 

at If by. Hereditary Kingdom, he means an eſtabliſhed Monarchy, 
| where the People were to be Goyerned by a Succeſlion of Kings, 
'E and no other Form of Government: that might be the efle of 
t, a Promiſe made long before.,, And yer even that 

a related not to-all the People of 1/rael, if it, be taken The Scepter 
[- for the Government of one. alone over the whole Ball not CepEr7 
: Body. of that Nation : For that People was divided 99 Fab: 
into. tewa_ Kingdoms, . however © they might; have a fertled' Mo- 
narchy ; and yet the People might have choſen che. firſt King, 


and nary Succeflor. FELL 
For the firſt King of the reigmng Line (he ſays) God would have the 
chuſing of bim hin A and i. be che ; Saul. But himſelf 
admits, 'T hat, the. Kingdom was not. Hereditary to him. 
. Obſerve ſo much of the Fundamental Law of the Jewiſh Kingdom 
as 15 now extane,concerning the ſetting up of a King among them. 
When thou ſhdk ſay, Twill ſet a King over me, like as all the Na- 
tions that are about me, Deut 19. 14, 
Thou ſhaſt in any wiſe ſet him King over thee whom the Lord thy Ged 
ſhall chuſe : one, from amang_ thy Rrethren ſhalt thow ſet King over thee, | 
Thou mayft not [et a Stranger over thee which is not thy Brother,vet't 5, | 
Was this. a Law ;to himſelf, or. & Promile r he would | 
never ſet a Stranger over them ? Or was it a Law to them for a 
Limitation. upon. their Choice ? If it were God's Promiſe, then 


the, Law which forbids @ Stranger ; being [et over the. People, is to be un- 
derſtoad of a.  wgen Rlethion ; not. of Ab the People was compelled to 
done ldk off 6 | 


an "Y _—Y Ri ew | 4. 
& j || FP I _y 
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nmr Yy Ss IOTIDTHL:: $3 in%) bi ts , 
(4) Grotius deFiire Belli £9 Pacis, lb. 1. cap; ad&tk 7; \ Kev: lax vet df atliens- 
ligendum eſt, Oc. Ir 


ginam populo prefici de voluntaria eletione inte 


( 30 ) 
If we obſerve the Circumſtances previous to Saul; Acceſſion 
to the Throne, we ſhall find, that though God had annointed him 
by his Prophet ; that was not a Nomination made 
r Sam. 10:16. known to the People: the matter of the Kingdom was 
Ib. ver.29, 21. a Secret kept even from his own Relations. And 


as the People choſe to have a King, they procegged 
regularly to the Choice & the Man, within the limitation choſen 
or appointed by God. The method agreed _-_ was what, in 
ſome ſenſe may be called God's Choice, as Men thereby leave 
the matter to Changefor to God's permiſlive or over-ruling Provi- 
dence, -as ke ſhall think fit. Themſelves choſe how many Lots to 
uſe, but indeed could not pur in one for a Stranger. 

God here, as in other Inſtances, as it were to baffle the Notion 
of Patriarchical Right, permitted or direRted the Lot to fall u 
Saul, of the Houſe of Benjamin ; the youngeſt Son of Facob of 
Ijrael by Leah ; and upon one who was 'not the Head'of the 
Tribe, nor Head of a Family within that Tribe. 

Then ſays our B—, God made choice of David. David having 
many Sons ; among them all, God choſe Solomon to continue the Suc- 
ceſſion in him and bis Heirs, as he did till the Babyloniſh Captivity. He 

by his reference in the Margin, founds God's Choice 
1Sam-13-14 upon the Declaration of his Judgment againſt Sau, 
'$:m.16, When Davidis notnamed; and it could not be known 
''' to Saw, or to the People, whom God deſign'd Suc- 
ceſſor. Samuel indeed had, in Saw] life-time, privately anointed 
David, the youngeſt Son of Feſſe ; and this was known in TFeſſe's 
Family. From whence it ſeems to have been publiſhed ; bur de- 
pending upon their Credibility, and meer Human Teſtimony, 
was not ob gatory $6 the People : yet they having reſolved upon 
chufing David, then took notice of this, as a Divine 
x Chron.1z. appointment; which hindred not their making a Co- 
venant with him. There was a Free Choice on their 
ſide, and Stipulation on Davies with a Free People ; or rather a 
mutual Stipulation and Contra. | 

Our B—'s Notion of an Hereditary Kingdom of Man's fet- 

ting up,is, That it deſcends to the next in che Line by 

Paget5, Right of Birth'; and that this Right cannot be for- 

feired : Yet ic appears in the Sacred Story, that the 

Right of Birth which Adonijah had, upon his: Hypotheſis, was for- 

Y feited'; becauſe he exalted hirnfelf for King inthe lite- 
a} time of his Father, \- 1H 20 


19 
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. (32) 
Nor did the Crown deſcend to the next after him:Nor yet does 
it appear thatGod immediately interpos'd,but David _. 
ſet up Solomon, or recommended him to the People 3- in 199 ver- 20. 
n of the Promiſe that he had made to the 1 Kings 1. 17. 
beautiful Wife of Uriah. 
And whereas he will have it, that Solomon and his Heirs con- 


tinued the Succeſſion till the Captivity ; it is plain, theSucceflion 


was but to two Tribes of Twelve: the other Ten freely choſe 
their King; their Choice was approved of by God, and he never 
permitted them to return to the Houſe. of David: the reaſon of 
which, according to Sir Walter Rawleigh, was, that Sir 1. Rawl Hi 
the Kings of the Houſe of 17ae/ uſed a more rempe- 5 _ ; 
rate Merled of Government than the Kings of Judah aid. Ne I87s 

The Promiſe that the Scepter ſhould not depart from that 
Houſe, till the Shj{ob ſhould come, was ſuch an Ex- juqah jacob!s 
altation to that Townger Houſe ; that no wonder if it fourrh Son by 
had the like Effe& with our Paſſive DoQrines here. Rachel. 

But conſider the. Import of the word | Heir ] in the Jewiſh Law, 
from whence this Writer would derive his Authorities; and it will 
appear, that the Eldeſt Son 'is not according to that, the Patri- 
arch or ſole Father of the Family, upon his Fathers Death ; two 
parts of three was the utmoſt that the eldeſt Son was 
entitled to: And this, as Mr. Selden obſerves, was pew. 21. v.15. 
only of what was in the Fathers Poſſeflion : what Selden de jure 
came in right of the Mother, or deſcended from the Succeſ;ad Leges 
Grand-father who ſurvived the Father ; deſcended E5reormt.24. 
to all Males equally. 

How well he has fbewn, that all the Kings 5has Page 14. 
God-ſet over bus People, were by Divine Nomination ; 
either themfelyes alone, or they and their Heirs, I leave to his 
ſecond Thoughts. 

I have dwelt too long upon his Scripture account of Power ; 
wherefore ſhall advertiſe him but of one Miſtake more, which he 
might have re&ified by his Skill, in Profane as well as Sacred Story. 

'T do not, ſays he, Peak all ths while of Free States, 
or Communwealths, becauſe 1 do not believe any ſuch Page 16. 
Government was known in David's time; for as_we 
read of no ſuch Scripture, ſo it is agreed the moſt Learned Hea- 
then Writers, that the firſf Government every on was by Kings. 

Obſerve the reaſoning : there. was none in Dovid's time, for 
the firſt was by Kings; as if notwithſtanding there might not 
have been Commogwealths both then and before. 


But 


(32) MOR 
V4. Haring. Bat what thinks he of the Commonwealth of 
Ce Commer. Trac, in the Interval before mentioned,” between 
wealth of1{rael. "Foſbua and Othniel ? GAath 
..-,  - And what thinks he of the ſeveral Free Citi 
m—_ epit.Hiſe. 4nd Iſlands inhabited by Grecian Colonies i, 
it. David: . Me | 
David's time ? | 
I moe but again rerutr to his groſs Miſtakes about Con- 
neſt | 70 
Y 1. No Conſent of the e is requiſite"to eſtabliſh the Right. 
2. Be the Sovereign in Poffeffion, poffefſed of che Soverignty 
only inthe Supream manner, tho it be'not Abſolute ; yet by the 
Conqueſt of him, it was  the' Duty of all, to whom. the. Sove- 
reignty was communicated, - to give it ap; tho they had Power 
to maintaitrit, , and*to'reſtore their former King: for they are be- 
come Slavesimmediately; by the Conqueſt over the Prince. And 
Page 56. tho'it were' in arr unjuſt War, If the Uſurper bas no 
Pave 57. Pretence of Rig bt, no Preſcription of time, 10 conſent of the 
He refers to _ People, but only an unjuſt Poſſeſſion; it is a Diaty to 
Pufend. de . obey him;when the Lega/ Kg can no more do theOffice 
ot : Nor ,. Of « King ? Is not this'a mighty thordugh Settlement ? 
"- 1:4." - Thisfurely is not to be foumd'in the Comvocation-book 
which has been fo mnch toffed-abour;; much lefs I am ſure is it in 
that admirable Author Pafendorf, tho the B— makes a general re- 
ference to ſeveral Seions in his Book of the Law of Nations, as 
if it were to be gathered from thence : and yer himſelf, in the 
next-Page, cites one of thoſe very Se&ions,, which 
Page 58. he refers to,in Terms direaly contradiftory to what 
he woult infer from him : unleſs a Prince who Cons 
quers in an unjuſtWar, ' has a Righr beyond him who Conquers 
Pufend a | in- a: juſt one; for Pufenderf is there expreſs, that 
Nat. & Cen. after a Prince is overcome in a juſt War, 7ill rhe Sab- 
tium VIL 7. 3. fetts conſent, the State of War continues © and there is na 
gation; nor Faith ; ani ſo no Dominiou, © ._ 
3: Inall caſes where God puts dowy one; atid' /e5-vp another, 
this is by Conqueſt; this Conqueft 'muſt be-by a. Foreign Save- 
reignPrince, and the Conqueror” has the Righe of War over the 
Subjects of the difpoſeſſed Prince: ' From which Rule. thus laid 
down abfolately, there muſt be: theſe ſeveral Exceptions. 
7. Hinlelf excepts, and-not exceprs, the Caſe of a Deliverence. 
d. mp rr oblige him to except the' caſe of a limited; Mo: _ 
narchy, | RT 
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The caſe of a Prince'safliſting the People to diſpoſleſ anUlſurper. 
| v8 | os When the People have ws their Alle. 
ce to one King, and ſer up another from among themſelves : 

when Feroboam, ' Solomon's Servant, having headed 
he People ' of Iſrael, when they urged for an Afſu- 1 Kings : 1.25. 
x tes Regular Government from his Maſter's 
Son Reboboamn ; - the Servant was advanced to the Go- 
reuters. of Lam ohahe Tribes; after all Iſrael had Kings 12.15 
renounced David. 

Edward the Second among us, being governed by Gaweſton, an 
the Spencers, murdered his Uncle Thomas Earl of Lancaſter, an 
numbers of Great Men ; the People roſe againſt him, Imprifoned 
him, and. a full, Repreſentative of the Nation, in 
a Solemin manner renounced their. Allegiance, tro 47 13:6. 
him : bur comforted their Abdicated King with the M45 The Form 
Declarationwhich they made,that they would ſuffer. e115, 
his Son Edw. 3. to ſucceed him. 5 | 

Rich. 2. had carried on in the like Extravagancies, by the 
Zoya L way of labs, the Duke of Folens, oe other Minions ; 

heſe Me: aging a Storm'coming upon themy by the juſt Judg- 

ment of the | ation Le Cwaded the ing to: give imſelf 4 A 

Vaſſal to France. The Nation, to ſecure "their publick Regiment, 

A fed him, and fer up H. 4. a'Subjet of this Kingdom, 
made him King. Aryy 

View 1 theſe Inſtances, and more which might be brought, 1 

1. If there was a. Coriqueſt in any” one of them, who was the 
Congyeret iN Warns : fr conſtituted by the People, or the People 
FM: | he Pronler” Prince ſo- conſtituted, had a Right of War 
© 2--Whecher ic was a Duty in all theſe cafes, to expe a Deli- 
veratice from fome. Foreign Sovereign Prince, when perhaps all 
i r Princes might” be Bribd. by Moneys extorted from 

| by Oppretlion and "Tyranny ; when all might be of 
the ſame Religion, or might have the ſame end in their Govern- 
ment ;' and would affiſt each other to Enflave their People 

5- Reaſon would except all caſes, when a Prince cores with 
Title, 'ov# pretends it: and where he declares the occaſion of his 
Arms, or condition” of Succeſs. Thele being ufed for Induce- 
ments to'haye Right -done, or for the Subje&ts to joyn with, or 
not oppoſe him ;' are implicit Contracts 3 and either of them is 2 
full bar to farther Claim. E Mor: 
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More Exceptions would! be FR te, cor ll 
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That the ſhew of tead- $. Tt myſt bs confell6d, what 'n this Bok 

ing, wo agar he is nbt cvme t& his Rcord Hemd +! wherein 

Cain or ER Ne uhdefrakes to thew; Thar the - rs: Ovid 
applicable "his 

ro rae Conltiturion of th. bring ing OAT; joſty imo © 

this Government, ttor 3V#s wh | ode awd e f by Perot 

to the preſent Debate. putting s oem one;; m1 ant bet.” 191 


But fince his Diſcourſe is nh | rofcſſed intention oth 
applying it ; ; Turely, it js Nowable FG ALES 


before hand, fit were only. 9 Py "Io 

Lopicks for LY OE TOs Ns R 

P oring char [Ht Patch Ni is. att Us ſocting lad wt 
p, ] 


[ 
This I hold, Hit am fareT cannot prove 4. from his No * a> 
plied either fo the Caſe of.yn wn Ablotnts | pant of a a Does 


nor does he f6 miich 4-0 0 The, char 
God has ma (0: 4Pa Ne pa te ut ne 1 ater 
The ſappol mguel Wold " oepaco 
Right $ and her nb Ever it roll whe | ER 
t the States Ges Kingdom. have, ela Re) 
Williatn and —_ ns are, and [of B hi I» 
Sovereign {LOM) #94 | 
Tho this iticn Was tnade tha Corveto of the, Þ 
by its Repreſentatiyes, not called yes | 
Parliament following ( dared che FOO 2 
becanre 4 1p rltumbne, upon ney in | 
Dajeſtigs:] to be binding Laws. 
And if thetebe any queſtion of [ her Maſe 
becauſe the Adminiſtration; was DAces f [his -Y 
AR of this preſent ninenl Sing -impowering. 
miniſter the Govethiment dn Ijeff its. v: 
removed that ObjeQion, 2h he = ot bat wig 
a Subject : RN Ths make a iceroy.to at ir by ff or 
but ſuch an one as mult, be, a Subyet, HD, for Trealos 
againſt the K tr 3,5 
What ſhall. ; thought of them,, who Swear 
[Tw9] and yet believe it to be due to but [{{ 
This atone were enough to ſhew, that the 
tions in tha. Diſcourſe; are not to the ET, 
the Settlement and Submiſſion to it. 


(3) 
The beſt which can be ſaid ct 'icis. That the Deſfign-is not for 
the Strengrh os Honour of che G:wernment ; bur of the Clergy : 
And to ſhew; cit though: many -of them were degenerate Sons 
of the Chureh,: now ibuting co thie Rewolwtion,. (for all they are 
given-ups) yer in tubmitting to it, they have done nothing bur 
what is agreeable ro tha: Dottrine ;- which (as the 
Preface has.it) has paſe.d for the Dottrine of the Church of ©". 
England, ever ſince the Reformation. 

But if. it has paſs'd foe the Poctrine-of our Charch, and is not ; 
it were a labour, worthy of a- Biſhop coundeceive'Men. 

If it is the | Dodrine;- why" ſhould hey not admit that it 
has" been «ſented: to; only for 'the fake of Peare ? As they fay 
of other Dodrines,, .which ' the Church "undeniably holds. 
And why do they continue to maintain fit, when ic jo much 
diſturbs the -Peace- of this: Land, divided only by the means 
of IM £51! 03: 31122:0--3 | eb 1 VO JA 201 
. -Farther:yet :: Our B-— muſtadmir, that being the Chutch is 
incorporated into the State ; the —_— are duely depriv'd by 
the Law; though not Canonically. ws hy rms is not an 
44 of Parliament, which. places our p t Settlement upon a 
down-right-Contradiftionto this Doftrine, enough 6 fer afide 2 
Dodtrine "which has not ſo. much as a Cation, excepting always 
the Laudean, to colour it ? And which hasno/ better 'Fourdation 
than the Ronas Tradifions.- ooo OO 
- » The Doarine, perhaps maybe faitable to the'Canons of 1640. 
or to:the Oath, generally taken by the 'Clergy, nt io bear Arms 
againſt the King, or any one Commiſionated by bim. \. 
 -Fhe Greav and Vi King E4ward L the Fo 
Prelates, Barks, Barons, and Comonatiy: of the Realts, $a] 2 52 
aboyeFour hundred Years ago; Rrup a Eand-Matk © DIO 
to Poſterity.. : Which one would have theughe they could not have 
gone beyond; declaring, That the Sujects are to Aid the Ring, to 
Fo nd Ty feeders, [RonqIMng 6 the Laws and 
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Dux 4 xt of Loyaleywponthe Reftauration, the Flaw- 
ers.of fume; fajling rt Wg-pe otir, and hopes of 
Preferment, made Men quit the ſubſt#ee of k ly Commitfio- 
nated ;/ choagh-they wereeconvined/ by the ford Argumiencs of the 
Grear Houghan, afterwards Put itt of the Cimman-Pleas, That 
this was in effect to give up" Carta,” arial the ancient I.s- 
It was therefore yielded by the Chief Advocate for a Commitlion, 
UND E 2 withour 


0:36") 

without the incumbrance of lawful, that it ought to. be im- 
llyed, 4 [1 
F But however,it paſt as a Snare,at atime wherit was wellknown, 
that if Charles II. was not a Papsf, his Brother Fames was: 
But as to the Laudean Canons of 1640. it was the ſame Year 
unanimouſly refolv'd by the Houſe of Commons; That 
Reſh. Hiſt. Col. they do contain in them Matters contrary to the King's 
24. Vo), Refolv'd, Prerogative, the fundamental Laws and Statutes of the 
oemay alice Realm, to the Right of Parliament, to the Property and 
nc Liberty of the Subje&, and Matters tending to Sedition, 

and of dangerous Conſequence. Tr. 
Stat. 13. Car. 1. © Nay, that very Parliament in which the High 
- 3k ”= con" Church, or Laudaan Party, ſo far prevaild, as to 
made An.16a0. Pal the cramping Oath, put a of rune; Mark of 

1640, : 
eprobation upon the Canons of 1640. 


And the Oath is now repeal'd : fo that if it ought to have bezn 
taken ſtrialy; ehe Canſtitution-of the Government is now freed 
from the Invaſion. | ; 

But there is a Notion which makes ſpecious Pretences to be:part 

of the Conſtitution. Which is, That this Govern- 
Diſcourſe, p. 13- ment has been made Hereditary in ſuch a ſence, that 


a Right-to ut is given, by 
who ſtands next, by reaſan of Birth. |. .. x 
This impoſes upon our B— to believe 2 neceflity to. maintain 
that this Divine \Right has been ſet aſide by a Divize FTudgmen ; 
and that our preſent Settlement reſults from the Event of. a: juſk 
War made by a Sovereign Prince: Or, to go in:;the path. of. the 
Diſcourke Anſwer to Afhton's Paper, to which:our} B-— 
coure, P-47- gives his Approbation, or Epiſcopsl+,Confirma- 
An excellent : x "$3 =Ylr" 
Book, &c. tion, "Phat : bt to the Government is Conqueſt. 
His Notion of Hereditery, as it has appeard, has 
Anſwer to Aſþr. no Foundation from among the Jews; from whoſe 
Pag. 23: Polity he would ferch Examples obligatory to us. 
| Dr. Hicks admits, Thar the 2erds Heir, Heredi- 
Pref. to Fov. _- ;ary, &C; never in the' Latin or Greek Authors, ſignifi 
57 in was SOR rt TIC he preſumes that 
t 0 "4 $5777 4 | 
Vid. The Funda- _- it has been ſhewn, and- may appear more 
mental Conſtinv- " £11: That no fuch Notion has been anciendly 
4 - - . EF! 
liſkGovernmenz,  TE&Ivd in. our. Law. 1, 4 © 57 
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-alone, to: the Perſon 


- - Our B— ſays, indeed, from Cerdic, King of the Weſt Saxons, 


the Deſcent of our Royal Family is unqueſtionable. | | 
ve ther che Decent of 7 Crown has. always from 

that time. gone in a right Line, there is.no colour for the . 

tion. Nay, it will be difficult to ſhew the Right of the Family, 

acknowledg'd and obſerv'd before Ina's time. - 

If he means that the preſent Royal Family can make out 
their Pedigree from Cerdic; what is that to the inalienable Right. 
of Inhe irance in the next of the Line ? : 

It by Hereditary, he meant no more than: the Inheritance. of 
a Family; ſuch an Inheritance as may ſolve all the Breaches, 
or rather Windings in the Royal Line, from I's time to this 
day ; we might agree, by putting in Is at the Head of the Right 
of the Family. 

But I challenge him to ſhew, that the next Heir of the Family 
has always ſucceeded, even from Þ4's time, or been accounted to 
have had Right to ſucceed : or, which is usd as a Supplement, 
that the Nomination of the Rightful Poſſeſſor has been always had or 
oa neceſſary, where he that ſucceeded was not the next upon. 
the Line. 

But to ſhew to how little purpofe he has Iaboured, I muſt mind 


. him of the Clauſe inS.Edward's Laws, the Receiving and Keeping: 


which is part of the Coronation Oath ; by which if thoſe Laws are 

wilfully broken by the King, Nec Nomen Regis in eo conſtabit. © Not 

* {fo much as the Name of King ſhall abide in him: 
Suitable co-this is that Paſſage in a Speech made 

by K. Fames I. to his Parliament ; wherein he tells Cited pag. 23. 

chem,*Every King in a ſettled Kingdom is boundto 

*w obſerve the Þac ton,made to his People by his Naz. Paton, or. 

«Laws,in fratning his Government agreeable there- Contract. 

* to.” And that a King governing in a ſetled King 

*4om; leaves tobe a Ring, and degenerates into a 'Tyrant, as 

© ſoon as he leaves off Governing according to his Laws. In which: 

«© caſe the King's Conſcience ma ipgs to him, as the poor Wi- 

«* dow faid to Philip of Macedon, Eir er Govern according to your 

* Law, Aut ne Rex ſis, © Or be no Ring. | 

* 'Ail this ow! B-— himſelf refersto in his Margin ;- but tells us; 

in ſuch caſe, Kings are not to be depoſed - bg Peeple : nor; indecd,. 

is there need of it ; for it ye that they by their own aR; ceaſe. 

to be Kings; and therein depoſe themlelves. | 

" If there we: e any doubt upon fo much of ctie Speectras we now 

have; there was nons in the words then ſpoken to the Pariamens;at: 


I Y 7 


leaſt there is r1Ohe tn that Senſe Lri which they took his Speech, and 
he ſubmitted to. 4 dg 365g 2a NY 
:For they, to hinrto his word, ant handfomely to admoniſh 
alt fature Kings,of the Conſequence of breaking Fon al Laws, 
wiſely repeatthe Subftance of his Speech inthe Preamble ro'an AR 
of Parliament: wherein they fay, His Majeſty bath wouch- 
vrat. rjac.1.c.r, ſafed to 4 many ways, how far it is, and ever f $7 be, 
from his Royal and Sincere Care and Aﬀettion to the Subjetts 
of England, ro alter or innwoate the Fundamental and Anciem Lays, 
riviledges, and Good Guftoms of this' Kingdom ; whereby "wot only bis 
Regal Authority, but the Peoples Security 0 Land, Livings und Privi- 
ledges, both in General and Particular are Preſerved and Maintained. 
Hind by the Abolifhing or Alteration of the which, it is impoſſible but 
w preſent Config ill fal,vpon the whole State and Frame 
cf this Ky 64 varu 235 ole 
Here 5g in effe&, rhe Judgment of Parliament, as well as Con: 
feſlion'from the King, of the Conſequence of a King's altering, 
or innovating the Fundamental Laws. | 
Aﬀer this there will be no need to refer to Pufendorf, whom the 
B-— himſelf cites; to Grotizs, Biſhop Buſſon, and even Falkner, 
beſides many more. Fn 
I need only ask him,whether he,who affumes a Legiſlative Power 
in d;penceing with Laws, would not, ceaſe ro be King of England ? 
of by altering a Fundamental Law, diffolve the Srate of this 
Kingdom ? | 
But this I find needful to mind him of, which I was in hopes 
he would have atcended to ; that the Parkament has. declared, that 
the Throwe was vacant upon the late Kings Breach of the Original 
Contra&, and the Abdication : whether one,alone were enoughto 
make a Vacancy , it is not needful to determine, for Vindication 
of the Sexelement ; both at leaſt were.:. And'if King Fames Teaſer 
to be Ring, upon the Breach of the ContraR, this was a full 
Juſtification of chem, who invited over Hu Majefty, and were at 
his firſt Landing, ready to Fight on his de againtt the Jate King. 
However if there were. a Vacancy, upon either, or both of the 
Grounds, then the Kingdom or Dominion Was not taken, from a 
overeign Prince againſt bis Will ; but himlelt, 6 hi 
_ At, dillolved the Bond of Union between Prince Vid. p. 66. 
&nd People. 
Now here wasno King of God Erring op after theVacancygac- 
ding tothe B-—'s Nowon;.tor,upon the Abdjcation,the Govern: 
id not,thereby,corhe immediately to their preſent ——_— 
c 
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but there was a Yacancy, till [their Bajeffies 
accepted the Crown : cd the Parliament provided, _ Nag mn 
that all Inditments for Miſdemeanors in the In- ings. 
terva), ſhould be laid Contre pacem Regni, © againſt 

the Peace of the Kingdom or People. | 

During that time it ſeems the Power was lodged in the People ; 
how then came it out of them , but by the Free Conſents of all 
that were notinfected with ſuch Principles as are. contrary to the. 
Settlement ? 

I would deſire him, therefor 
again, not to fill his Margin with 
the leaſt to that caſe to which he w apply them. And eſpe- 
cially I would adviſe him, as he values wharhe holds forth for the 
Do&trine of the Church, not-to put Men in mind of reading that 
admirable Author Pufendorf; whoſe Works, if they were tranſlated 
into Engliſh, would convince all, not obſtinate againſt Convi&i- 
on; that this Revolution and Settlement (which we ſay, was begun 
and finiſhed with tull Legal Warrant) is according to Natural ' 
Equity ; and has the Suffrages of the beſt Writers of Politicks. 

And let me intreat him, not to encourage or raiſe Scruples 
againſt OR —_ this Government 3 by yielding thoſe 
Grounds, upon which Men may Scruple, till they find an Oracle. 
leſs doubtful, a more = —_ of Propheſie, than Biſhop Overal's 
> + gn » or this Diſcourſe of God's Ways of Diſpoſing of 

1g doms. 


when he treats of Politicks - 
uotations, which are not in 


